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MINISTRY OF LAW, JUSTICE AND COMPANY AFFAIRS 
(Legislative Department) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 30th August 1976 

S.O. 576(E) .-—The following Order made by the President is published for gene¬ 
ral information:— 

Order 

Whereas Shri Hardeo Narain Singh, the returned candidate from. 251-Gaya 
Muffasil Constituency in the State of Bihar at the general election held in 1969 
to the Bihar Legislative Assembly, has incurred disqualification for a period of six 
years under section 8A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 (hereinafter 
referred to as the said Act), as it stood immediately before the commence nent of 
the Election Laws (Amendment) Act, 1975 (40 of 1975); 

And Whereas the said period of disqualification has not expired. 

And Whereas the said Shri Hardeo Narain Singh has submitted a petition to 
the President under sub-section (2) of section 8A of the said Act for the removal 
of the disqualification for the unexpired portion of the said period. 
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And Whereas the President has sought the opinion of the Election Commission 
on the said petition in pursuance of sub-section (3) of section 8A of the said Act; 

And whereas the Election Commission has given its opinion (vide Annexure) 
that the disqualification incurred by the petitioner should not be removed for the 
unexpired portion of the period of six years; 

Now, Therefore, I, Fakhruddin Ali Ahmed, President of India, in exercise of the 
powers conferred on me under sub-section (2) of section 8A of the said Act do 
hereby reject the petition of the said Shrt Hardeo Narain Singh, 

FAKHRUDDIN ALI AHMED, 
President of India. 

Rashtrapati Bhavan, 

New Delhi, the 13th August, 1976. 


Annexure 

ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
BEFORE THE CHIEF ELECTION COMMISSIONER OF INDIA 
In the matter of: 

Petition under section 8A(2> of the Representation of the People Act, 1951, 
by Shri Hardeo Narain Singh 

In this case, under section 8A(3) of the Representation of the People Act, 1951, 
the opinion of the Election Commission has been sought by the President on a 
petition submitted to him by Shri Hardeo Narain Singh, Secretary, Bihar Pradesh 
Congress Committee, for the removal, for the unexplred portion of the six years 
period, of a disqualification incurred by him under Section 8A of the Representa¬ 
tion of the People Act, 1961, as it stood immediately before the commencement of 
the Election Laws (Amendment) Act, 1975. 

2. The relevant facts are briefly as under;— 

(i) Shri Hardeo Narain Singh (hereinafter referred to as the petitioner) 

contested the general election to the Bihar State Legislative Assembly 
in 1969 from 251-Gaya Muffasil constituency as a Congress candidate 
and was declared elected. His election was challenged by one Shri 
Suraj Deo Singh (hereinafter referred to as the election petitioner) 
before the Patna High Court on various grounds of corrupt practices. 
By its judgment dated 5 March. 1979, the High Court set aside his 
election on the ground of the commission of corrupt practices of 
undue influence within the meaning of section 123(2) and of 
obtaining assistance for the furtherance of the prospects of his elec¬ 
tion from a person in the service of the Government, within the mean¬ 
ing of section 123(7) of the Act. 

(ii) According to the findings of the High Court on the charge of the com¬ 

mission of the corrupt practice under section 123(2), both the peti¬ 
tioner, Shri Hardeo Narain Singh and his proposer at the election, Shri 
Nagendra Prasad Singh, accompanied by some others were moving in 
a jeep near Kaiya polling station in the constituency on the day of 
poll and Shri Nagendra Prasad Singh was seen carrying a gun in his 
hand by a Sub-Inspector of Police (P.W. 46) who was on duty at that 
polling station. It was also in evidence that there was an attempt 
made to persuade the collected voters to vote for the petitioner and 
that failing in this, a cry of "maro, maro” was raised by persons 
accompanying the petitioner and Shri Nagendra Prasad Singh in the 
Jeep. A gun shot was heard and one Shri Dukhan Yadav, a voter 
at the said polling station, was injured. On hearing the gun shot, 
many of the other voters got scared and left the polling station without 
casting their votes. The High Court held on weighing the evidence 
that the onus of proving the corrupt practice of undue influence, 
which was on the election petitioner, had been successfully discharge, 

(iii) On the allegation of the corrupt practice under section 123(7) of the 
Representation of the People Act. 1951, the High Court examined the 
evidence given by various witnesses and held that Shri J. N. Smgh, 
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the Bloch Development Officer Gaya Town Block, had, In fact, can¬ 
vassed lor votes In favour of the petitioner Shri Hardeo Narain Singh, 
and. was also moving in the company of Shri H. N. Singh, on several 
occasions. 

(iv) As result of these findings, the High Court set aside election of Shu 
Hardeo Narain Singh. 

3. An appeal wag preferred by Shri Singh in the Supreme Court against the 
order of the High Court and pending the hearing and final disposal of the appeal, 
the Supreme Court, by its order dated 22nd April, 1070, granted stay of the opera¬ 
tion of the order of the Patna High Court. By its Judgment dated 12 August, 1071; 
the Supreme Court confirmed the findings of the High Court. The following 
observations of the Supreme Court are relevant:— 

“There was some commonplace comment at the trial about the witnesses 
namely that they were inimical or partisan or they were not consistent 
about the lime of the occurrence. Mr, Gupte however did not rely on 
such comments on the evidence. He put it quite squarely tba. it was 
really a question as to belief of the evidence ofi behalf of the pelioner. 
The broad and basic features of the petitioner's case have teen estab¬ 
lished beyond doubt. 

The First Information Report Exhibit 4 was recorded at 4.15 P.M, on 9 
February, 1969. It was really the most contemporaneous docimentary 
evidence which supported the case of the election petitioner. There 
is no evidence whatever to suggest that Dukhan Yadav manufactured 
a case against the appellant. The appellant and Nngendra Singh were 
together. Nagendra Singh was carrying a gun. The appellant asked 
Nagendra Singh to shoot. Nagendra Singh Area the gun. Dukhan 
^adav received a pellet injury from the gun shot. Many voters were 
waiting in a queue to cast their vote. The gun shot and the cry of 
niaro maro raised by Sakaldip Singh and Nand Bihari Singh scared 
r™® v lc voters. The report of the Presiding Officer also indicates 
nat the number of persons who cast their votes prior to the firing 
incident was large.” 

4. In his petition to the President under section 8A(2) of the Representation of 
the People det, 1951, Shri Hardeo Narain Singh has urged various pleas in support 
of his prayer for the removal of his disqualification fob the unexpired portion. 

5. According to the usual practice of the Commission, the petitioner was offered 
an opportunity to appear In person or through an authorised representative and 
plead his case. At the hearing held on 16 July, 1976. Shri K. P. Varma, Senior 
Advocate, assisted by Shri S, C. Mlsra, Shri K. K. Prasad and Shri R, N. Roy, 
Advocates appeared on behalf of Shri Singh and made oral submissions. 

6. The grounds urged by Shri Varma for the removal of the disqualification of 
Shri Singh”are briefly stated here; 

The six year period of disqualification of Shri Hardeo Narain Singh commenced 
on 12 August 1971 and will come to an end on 12 August, 1977. Tnere Is, there¬ 
fore roughly only one year still left. By its limited stay granted on 22 April, 1970, 
the Supreme Court debarred Shri Singh from enjoying all the privileges that are 
normally available to a member of the Legislative Assembly except that he was 
allowed'to attend the Bihur Legislative Assembly for a minimum number of days 
necessary to keep his seat going. Shri Singh was, therefore virtually suffering 
from the disqualification with effect from 22 April. 1970 i.e. the date on which the 
limited stay order was passed by the Supreme Court. If this is taken into account, 
Shri Singh had already completed the 6 year period of disqualification. A criminal 
case was filed against’ Shri Nagendra Prasad Singh and Shri Hardeo Narain Smgb 
under sections 324 and 109 of the I.P.C. mid section 27 of the Arms Act before the 
Fourth Additional Sessions Judge, Gaya, covering the same incident at Kalya 
polling station which was the subject matter before the High Court and the 
Supreme Court in the election case. There is u difference of opinion between the 
criminal Court on the one hand and the I-Iigh Court and the Supreme Court on the 
other regarding the allegation against Shri Hardeo Narain Singh,. Attention of the 
Commission was also drawn to paragraph 5 of the judgment of the Sessions Court. 
The Additional Sessions Judge had held that the prosecution had failed to estab¬ 
lish the charges against the accused who were given the benefit of doubt and 
acquited. There is nothing in the judgment, of the Sessions Court to "indicate the 
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direct guilt of Shri Singh and no inference ol undue influence can bo drawn 
against him, The petitioner has rendered long services to the country from 1942 
onwards. Because of disqualification, he could not contest the general elections ol 
1971 and 1972 and various elections to the Council of States and to the Legislative 
Council of the State since August, 1971. In these circumstances, there 13 a strong 
case for the lemoval of the disqualification for the unexpired portion. Shri Varma 
did not advance any arguments on the findings of the High Court in regard to the 
corrupt practice under section 123(7) of the Representation of the People Act, 1951. 

7 . I have carefully examined the petition, the supporting documents and the 
oral arguments advanced by Shri K. P. Varma. It is not in dispute that there was 
a tiring near Kaiya Polling Station as a result of which one yoter was injured and 
many voters, who were waiting in the queue to exercise their franchise had been 
scared away. On the basis of the evidence of P.W. 46, i.e., the Sub-Inspector, 
who was present at the lime of the firing, both the High Court and the Supreme 
Court had clearly held that Shri Nagendra Prasad Singh was carrying a gun and he 
was moving in a jeep with Shri Hardeo Narain Singh near the Kaiya polling station 
on the day of poll. According to the judgment of the Supreme Court, the report 
of the Presiding Officer also indicated that the number of persons who cast tlieir 
votes prior to the firing was large as compared to the number after the firing inci¬ 
dent. The ingredients that would go to establish the commission of a corrupt 
practice of using undue influence and the criminal charge under sections 324 and 109 
LP.C. and Section 27 of the Arms Act are different. The gravamen of the charge in 
the election petition was that Shri Hardeo Narain Singh and Shri Nagendra Prasad 
Singh had gone to Kalya polling station in a jeep, carrying a gun and had caused 
a scare among the voters who were waiting in a queue to exercise their votes; and 
as a result of the firing incident, many voters left the polling station without voting. 
This was sufficient to establish the charge of undue influence against them. There 
fore, the findings of the High Court and the Supreme Court are in no way affected 
by the judgment of the Criminal court acquitting the accused by giving them the 
benefit of doubt. The criminal court held that it had not been established that 
Dukhan Yadav sustained an injury from a pellet fired from Nagendra Prasad Singh 
and so acquitted the latter as well as the petitioner. In democratic elec Sons any 
kind of ithnldatlon of the voters, interfering with the free exercise of their fran¬ 
chise, is a serious matter. It is not in evidence whether there was or was not 
any prohibitory order in regard to the carrying and or use of fire arms or other 
lethal weapons during the election period. However; the carrying of fire arms 
and firing them during an election would obviously scare away simple rural voters. 
This would definitely be an attempt to vitiate free and fair elections end act as a 
grave threat to the freedom of choice of voters in a democracy. Such practices 
should be visited with the utmost rigour of the law. As both the High Court and 
the Supreme Court have found that there was the exercise of undue irf \ »nce I 
find it difficult to accept the arguments of Shri Varma that as a result of the 
acauittal in the criminal case there are circumstances in favour of the petitioner. 

8 . The petitioner has stated in the petition before the President that so far as 
section 123(7) Is concerned, the charges and evidence were based on the provision 
of law which has already been amended with retrospective effect; and that apart, 
the allegation on the face of it was technical and the evidence adduced on the point 
was shaky. This is not factually and legally correct. The amendment to section 
123(7 ) made by the provisions of the Election Laws (Amendment) Act 1976 relates 
to the arrangements made by an officer in the discharge or purported discharge of 
hi ? official duty which shall not be deemed to be assistance for the 
furtherance of the prospects of the candidate’s election. This amendment 
has nothing to do with the corrupt practice under section 123(7) found proved 
against the petitioner. The corrupt practice which has been proved against the 
petitioner was that Shri J. N. Singh, a Block Development Officer canvassed votes 
for the petitioner, and moved with the petitioner in his jeep 0 n an electioneering 
campaign. There is nothing in the appreciation of evidence by the High Court and 
the Supreme Court to show that the evidence was shaky. The other grounds urged 
by the petitioner for the removal of (he disqualification cannot be°considered as 
mitigating factors In this case 

9. For the above reasons, I am of the view that there are no circumstances in 
the instant case which would justify the exercise of a discretion to show clemency, 

I therefore, tender opinion under section 8A(3) of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951 that the misdemeanour of the elected candidate Shri Hardeo Narain 
Singh, should be punished with the full rigour of the law and that this is not a fit 
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case for removing the disqualification for the unexpired portion of the period of six 
years effective from 12 August, 1971 during which Shri Singh would remain dis¬ 
qualified, under the original section 8A of the Representation of the People Act, 
1951. 


(Sd.) T. Swaminathan, 
Chief Election Commissioner. 


iVeu) Delhi, July 21, 1976 


[No. F. 7(15)/76-Leg. II]] 
E. VENKATESWARAN, 'Jt. Secy. 

ftfa, v*aat ana naraa 

(Ofanft faam) 

afaqaar 

at fpjft. 30 5 IW, 1976 

vt<j Wo 576 (m ).—nprfn jra faar aar farnfnfara 'naaramn 
art ^TPT«tmrV % fan rrarfaa fwar arrar % ;— 

wrw 

«ft amaa fag nrt 1909 r fagn:fatira aar % fan p aroma faafaa 
Jr fagrt man % 251-aar rjarfpa r^hnr $$ % fanffaa a*n*ff $ faw afafafara 
wfafana, 1951 (faitwitp% api^ ’aw nfafaanpr aar |) wt am s-w 
%snfta, aift ngfaafan Wtr (ifrftoa) afafann, 1975 (1975 an 40) %amro 
$ ngn air, ’Sf wf aft *rafa % faq fnnfp gt p a ; “ 

sfk fnnfar aft saa srnfa aamr a?fr ^ |; 

affa to «ft pfar ama®r Tug a aw sTfafnaa aft am 8 -a aft mrom 
(2) % srtffa p naf aw n*rfa % an am % fanfapfar pn arft % fan nprfa 
aft sipa aft at ; 

artt arprfa ft aw arfafann aft am 8 -ar aft anum (3) % srpma it aw 
waff id faafan trpTPT a am anft a) ; 

arr faftfaa striata a srnar mn (annro ftfan) tf | fa mffari am man 
ffa^ar aft ®g an aft aafa % aa ara % fp a?ff par arm arfp ; 

«w: m, a, aapfia trot ngw, nmr a?r TT^rfa aw afafaaa aft am 
8 -a aft anam (3) star ^ p arfwftr an aftm amft p, aw «fr gafta ammn 
fag aft aaf arap aaaT g 1 


TTcjaftr aaa, 

a$ fftmft, 13 nnws 1976 


n^^pta nftt *rpa, 
amr % mprfft 1 
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sarfaa 

ffa*f«ra wifata 
fasfaR GRJfa fa R*TW 

fatfT tffafaaa, 1951 fat mTT 8 V ( 2 ) fa WfatR fat ?T$a 

wma'a f%5 jm fat wfaf fa ftaa if 

m ma% ir, fair afafafsnra srfafamr, 1951 am s-ar (3) fa asfta 
rr*?rfo a ffaatmr arata fat ma aa afaf fa mfa if aWt | far f«r^nc Jifam arfifrr affafa 
% TfrfV, far ?t^r arcprr fa? fat fate afcrfafaca wFaffamr, 1951 fat am &*r, 
fafat a?frntfaa ffaffa (fafataa) affaffamr, 1975 fa srmm fa ^te q$fa far, % mft 3 
wra mr?ft gif afa fat fmi?Tr far faa mrffa % fag m farc^rr fat mg mfa fa fag 
TTKjrfa fat 5^33 fat | 1 

2 . 5(fqcT OT fai#? if JT^rT | :— 

(i) far gafar ^rot fir? (fm# ma ?rrfa srsffcR grm am $) ?r 

19 6 9 4 fmfR mm faafaT am % fag mama ffarfmr 251-aar 
garfarar fmrfaa faa % arrira arnfaf fa mr a m fate 
fafarffacr affair tern am ai 1 fat ’gm far fa? (fa;#' mif $afa 
mrmg terafaR 1 afater? T?r am |) ryafa ffafamr fat w 
wmr % fafmr mam m mrr am mraraa if gafaff fa fat 1 
mr manra fa atefa 5 mfa, 1970 % srifa fafar sm 3 mm 
fmrfaa m wan: aa mm art tern m far 3 ffafa srfaffamr fat 
am 123 (2) fa mafmaa mmaar mra marfa *ar fate am 123 
(7) % mafanfa >Rip[T far am if % faifr mfmr if afar ffafarmr 
far vwmmff far mm wm fa fag rr?rw am arafa aa ?pe 
mam ffam m 1 

(ii) am 123 (2) fa mffa w srrmrfaa ma fa arfar fa fafaa if 3^ 

marm fa famfaf fa mrinT, anma fa fm rnfkiR aqfat; fat 
RTTm fRf faR fnatarT if 3Rfa SFRCFF fat rfafaj TOHX 
firf, m farfaf fa ara, fmtmr m if fam fa?? fa fapj 
rt farq- fa ijr Tf fa fatT mr gffaa aa mfam (aFa-mfat 46 ) 
fa, fat Ft 3r Him fa^ fa 3fjfr m. m, far #? wr fir? fat 
?ra fa fa mfa iq fam «tt 1 area fa fat ar % irafmr 
mmarfaf fat afafan: fa qa fa aar mfar fa fm? fmrrfa-fSTrfa *m 
mm? fam am ar fatT mrrR fa mrm fatfa m 3a mffaafaf 
fa, fat afakrt fafr fat ffas mrrr fa? fa ara fata fa fa, "mat, rr>” 
fat mrnfa wmf fat 1 fa r^ fatfat aafa far w ffat at fat 
fatT 3 mr mma faar ar gar w fat 55m area maa fat aar ar 1 
fatfat mrfa fat aramr mmrT, ma afaar w aafata fat ag fat?: 
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tfqqT qq st% fqqr qqqrq %qr , afr?q?q qir qrj 1 qrsq qr> ^ 

-q^q jqrqrqq q ir? ^fqfqaifqq fw f% fqqKq rmmi 

smq wrq % 'wz ^rnrT'iT %t qrfaq qq% if qqq q^ 1 

(iii) qfqfqfq ?4 qfafqqq, 1951 %V SKT 123 (7) % 

wfrq wz m^vn % ?rfffi % mv if 

if fsrfaw qrfeqi sto fqq pit qrw wr; ^rrq # ?ftq q*j 
qfqfqqffqq f%qr qqr f% ^ % ^js fcpfro srfsrerRf sft ifo qq° 
f%? if, '-P 7 XJT- sqqferqsff ?fq%T PITTW fa?% W if q^ff %f qqFqqT 

%f «fr sftq q? m q\%f qq «ft ?tq%q qrrm fq? % qpq ijqfr-ftfrcir 
■*ff q| % 1 

(iv) qq fqtqrqf % qfqiqrqqqqq q*q ^TTqmq q «ff ?t%t qmqq % qrr 

f'prfqq srqrqq qq fqqT 1 

3. q*°q -qpmqq % nn^r % fqq^ >sft fq? qqrcr q , eqqq ^rrqraq if softer %r 
q$ «ff xf\x sffw qi qrnrf qqr qfiqq ftqqnq 5ft qq:, qraqqq ^rrqrow % mqfar 
22 srsfq, 1970% 5 TT% qr^ft earner qqqi 3^ ^rrarqq % qqqq qrr fpp 

f^rr^rr 1 3 sq?rq;qpTrqqir, qrfra 12 wm, 1971 %«m fq^q rrompif 

%fq^pqf %t jfe qq€r 1 qqqqq -nm\m ^rn.T qrfr qf fwMiqq qrif gqqq ^ •— 

"faqra % qqq qrfaqi % ?rt if jis t*q 1 r arif qr?f q^ qff qrotflq qr 
v£x '^[ffr t q? f% q fsqffr %V tot % qfVq *f qr %qsr fqqq 
%f?qiq^f^qrw% % ^m%qra^ if >7inTfTqff ^1 f%qj, 

>sff Tjrq if qreq TTqyf ^q fqqrqf qq fqwq orff fqrqr 1 -j^rf% ?w 
^ q qqqr sr? fqqrr qqq ftpqr fqr q^q: qqq qf sraffarq qfr wk 
^ fqir ^TT ^fqsqrq tp-^ ^ 1 spjffqrq^ nrwf % qfq-qfq%fq 

qfqqpff ^ q%f % q% fqrq i\ qq f 1 

q'W ^rfqr fqqfq, qqq 4 r 9 qqqfr, 1969 %f snn^q 4.15 
qq ■qMfqfer %f qq «fr 1 q? forfq qqgq: qqrfqq qqqrqfw qpqi^ff 
qrw I, fqqir fqqrqq ^fr^iT % qrq% qr ^ 1 1 fiqr 
qrw q^ %. qq qqr zzm qf fq j^q qrqq q sqfrqr 4 f % 
fqqq fj 5 T qptqT qqrqT 1 1 qfiqr^ v\x qqq f% qq iqq | . 
qqqf q qrq q^q %r 1 qfqrrfl % qfpq fqf q‘t qpqr qqrif % fqq 
qfff qifqr fq? % q'qff qqrt 1 |^q qjqq %f q^q qfr qqff % eqfVr 
q^qt \ qqqnrr qqqi qq ^q % fqtrqfqq qqr^ qcffwr ^x q j 
qtqf qq% qV. qpqqfq f%? ?ffq qq fqqrcr fqf qqnr ‘qn:>, oirr' 
%f qrqiq qqrq ir ni?rqr qqqrq qt qrr i 'ftOTTfiq qrf : qqr %r fqqt£ 
^■^qqqqrqqqi f fqqqfr qq% %vqzqr % fsrq^qfqpff % uqqrq 
fqqr qqqf wxz qfyq '<fi 1” 
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4 . Rfarfafaw RfirPm, 1951 # urn 8 ^# ( 2 ) % Rsffcr t ^iPr 

# # *if R#f r# if, «ff ?t*r rtorr fa? if, far^ar scRff ^ m'tm 

b f^rrr sfq^fv far^rr rfT # mbi srpffr % rr4r if rFr s*fr#' Yw # f 1 

5. rptYr # rrft Hfonr % rrrtt, RRfcrT # rrr m f#fr mfzrm srfrr- 
fafir % rPtr mfmx ^rb %f\x r# RRir # tt# t 7 ^ rr rtrt rrr fq;Tr w m 1 
16 ^rit, 197 6 # R-rTTf % rrr, sff %o <fto rrt, #7^ nfmm, fRR# 

RgrRcrr % fanr sft ttro fr ^ fir«r, m %#<> hr nr rftx m fro rr^ 0 ttr, srfewm- 
r, «ff fa? # rYt if sqfpqR tv r# ftfisn: rt if Portr- fw 1 

6. «ft fir? # faTRRT zzht *rb % faf # rrt ?rttt srt Rrarr bir farr rtt 
if RflH if ?R HRRT f :— 

sff ?TRR RTTHTR fa? # fRT?Rr # RR # RRfa 12 RFF'?, 19 71 # RPHR 
R>T R? 12 RRTR. 19 7 7 # RHF7 ?># I RTT; RT3 R>T TT TRTT m %RR rrr 
RRT | I 22 RR7, 19 70 # R^RR RIRRH R Rif# TRRR HR Rlffa RTT W fa? # 

rr Rrvrr fTR'Ttftn-Rf ir fafa# ft forr *rr ft rt fRsrrR rri r<*r # rut ft rr r 
otw ?# f i RR ^vmm b rrt sr ?ri # ?RRrcr b # «ff fa r? fer 
fa^rr fRtrrR rrt t! f st if ?t rtr f feiif Trr ?tri xv m b fm. 

uTTRwrqr | Pt rr fqarrR RRr % r<rh l?ri rrrt ^rir rr i rr: sfr fir? rtrr 
if 22 RRR, 1970 if RR1R RR RTfra R fRR RR>? TT R5R0R 'RTqTRR b RrfRR 
^«rrpr riTr RifTFr f^rr m, farfRar?> r^ 5r i qfe iir R-iftnir «ff fq-qr rpr r> m Tr? 

?r favRRr qfr Rsrfar b 6 ?r ^ fRcT | i wr % Rf|R rrt irRR -tthtrir 

% «fr ^rrr^ fir? rK «fr ??^r ritthr fir? % few Rr'infRi; rwri 
RreffR ^ Rf?rrr qfr ritt 324 rPt 109 rrf rptr RfRPrqR qfr Rm 2 7 r rrIr 

RR f%RT RRT RT I R? RTRRT ^RT RRRTR b^S bb RRf R2R1 t Rti: if RT RT ?RTRTRR 
RY? T3RRR tutRTRR % RR'ST fRRfRR RTrR bi fRTR R«T Rf I Rf RRIRR f'R? b 
RRITT ipr RrxfR % RTRRT if Rf? RffVE 'RTRTRR Rf? RK RTTRIRR cTRf 
^8RrFT 'RFITRR b 7TR if RRRR % I R-RT ’RTRTRR % fRRR b 97T 5 Ft R'K RT 
^R RTRtR RT ERTR Rl+iRR PfRT HR! RT i RTT ^‘RR ’RHURfR Y R? RfRfRRffRT pRRT 
RT fb RfRiff^R q-R RpRFPT % fRW RlPW pRR bbb if RRTT Xfl | RR: RfRTFT Ft 
RYp? m RTR FT |tr R?| YfRRRT RT f^RT RRT I R4TR RPOTT % PlTR if TRl Rtf RTR 
R^f I Rf RT fir? RT HrRR SR if RTTTtff RfOT 7 Rf? RRRTR RRT RT Rf^ RRJTTR Rf TRY 
fVRj R^f RTRTRT RT RRRT f I RjffcTT R 1942 b RtT HIT R RTf if RT RfTRf R4T 
b\ % | fRT?RT % RITTR, R? 1971 RTT 19 72 b RfRTTR fWr-TR RTT TFR RRT b 
fRfRR- fRRtRR RRT RRRR, 1 9 7 1 if TTTR fRRlR TfTR? b fRR fRRTRR Rff R? RTT t I 
?R HfrfRRfaRr if R? RRl RR-TT t f”TR ffT RRfR Y fT'T, fRT?RT ?STf Tf RTlfr t I 
sff Rtrf % RTF HfcrfRfRR RfRFRRR', 19 51# RfTT 123(7) % Rtf FT W RTRTR 
b RTRRJ if TRR RTRIRR b pFWf RT RR l f 3 T Rfff PpRl | I 

7. Yr r#, trt rrrr if f?R rtt rtrtrt r>t >sfr bo fro rrt b ffff t 

R# # Rrmpf^RT RtR # t I R? RTR fRRTR-RTTT R^f t fR" t RT R-TRTR ^ RTR 
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xtrft wrrf qf «ft fi^rK qFTqm?qxT t*x qqqrcrr qiqq -pr qr ttVt ®t%t: qxxfrar wt 

qqifWTT XT 'TT>T XT-t X f'rT, <ttXT WT XT TcftsaT XT TIT *T, 'qq'SffTq jjtTT qgf if qir 

q 1 qfqqtxq xxir qw 46 srqfa w xt q>ft wtpt x qw q?;f qVqv 

qr, tifft x xtcttt xt tw jqrqmq ffr TWrrq ^qrqmq fTff % ttt w q m xFq- 
FqqffTq fxqr qr Fx «flr qqrr firg q^x fxT ^ ^ qqqrq % fV-r 4m qwiq %;g- 

% xto *sft gr^q htthtot firg % xrq xtx *r q*r w qr 1 ^rw qnqTSrT ^ Fqqq % 
sr^TTT, TteTXtq 5 TTFtov xt FttTT if ¥ft qg WT qXTT qT Fx Tq sqfqqTT qft WIT 
fx^'fit qxrq if «r«f qq qr% 5r, tt qwTqrsff qfv qqxr qfr qxfTT it xFqx «fr fs^xt 
qt*fr qxq q?rqqqr ^ Txqrq xq tit «r 1 fvq wri If qqwrx wr % qTxr 44 wsq srrqrtq 
XT fxqr 5fTTT T4T qrFftq TIT qF?frr Xt STITT 324 qtT j 09 qqr qxjST qfqFqqq SffY 
Errxr 27 % 'T-ffx 'qrxTjftrx wr>r fq.q qtqr, x fqq-fqr 11 fqqtqq wff it qrrtx qfr 

wq qrq w t fx «ft qqtq xttwx fqg srVr «ft q»Ff qqrq fqq tt qtx if xtt xm-rx 

XX qrr q irV qqq XTq ttx q^x fff qqr X^'f% XT XTXTcTIxft If XXff XT TT Xt WTT 
x?r TrxT x f*-f'T tPt-t xtt xx xfrwr xx §r; ?Ax ifrrft TFTrrr ^ xxtt t, t,fTnrnff- 
iwr tFrT xxtttt ft tix fxrr xt^tt tt? f ft x i xt'' frxx WTrcrx ^xx 
^ WtW Xt fax XT% % fxT gV Cj-xf<xr | I rqTqwr X\X X^TcF,- ^nmxx 

% fT'Xxff tx rx xfr '*fr anxx Ir ^TfVx % xx fwx xr wrx Tiff vx xf, xrr | 
fWfc srxr xfFtttt{ xt t&x xt xm tt |fT qvww xx ftxr m\ qv i vt^x 
mxmm % m?, xrFqfTqffrfT ferr qr fx ^ xfr xxrr t fx tttt xrsxr xr 
qxrr fxrg 3 :txt qxri qf n>fr If ^fx qr xftr ^fx-T ftt tt^' xxtk firs % qrq-Frq 
qqhxx («ft ^T^q xrxqq fqg) xt qTx«|aRr xx ferr qn xt i q^TRTfrq fxx’mf it 
qxqrxmf xt Txlf qcrrfsRxx x Txrxq X'TFt ir ^xx#v xxx - fxxfrxrrx tt qfqxrx 
^tt 7 x xxqtx KFT5fr t i FTffq if X5 xf«T t^T 4 fx fXxtxT qqfq x ^xft qr?Trgq 

XT qxr XT'fX fffqmT X5F,X qxx XT XTTT XTTT TX% X FP4fq if Xl7 'TfaTOlTTF’: 

m^xr qr tt xfr l fx*j q^ twz | fx qqxqT^g irxx qvf?r q’tx FqqrqT if; 
Tfrxrx xxxt 5rTTq xxit if qT%-qrlr qFftq qq^TcTT qq'4tx rfr ^.-Ttrir i f^fx-qq 
qx xqqrq qtx fq^xx fTqrxx xT ^fxx xT?t tt xx xqrx ixm qtx if XT?rxwf 
qtt qff xqqrqqr q> xx q^qh; ^txt ^>tt i ^ir qrqxx % fxx fqfq x qsftq t^Txtt,- 

qux fqqT XrqT XTf?;" I X«q Tqrqr^q qix q-sqqq ^TqTriX xWf T Fq XTXT f>; qXifqx 

qxrx xr qqTrr fxqT qxT qr xrr: qr xxt xt qx xx txTxtx t.xtt fx>i tTst % fx 

OTTXTfqxr qrq% if qtTXfTT X xPrqTTTTq^’T xfxfxqFqqt qxffSTT if; xq if f t 

8 . qqTxrx ir Tpsjxflr ^ qqqt Trrff it qs xwt & Fx q$t xx srrxT 123(7) 
xt tt iq t, qrxtq w'tx qrsq xqf fxFq >r xxxtT tx qryrfxx I, Fx« q Xviff qqrq' i,- x 0 ^t 
^r qqtFqq FxqT j'T ^;xt | 1 ^ql; qxrrr xttk qxqtxf | q'tx qt?q xt fxxr qqr 
qreqqFxxj ft 1 T'-xt qfxFqfq qftxF^x x qf q|t q§r % FttHt Fxfq (qqTqx) xFtFtxx, 

1 975 % TXW STXT TTXT 1 2 3( 7) it Fxq qx qqtXT XT X-TT XTT ^Tti if | XT 
xx TrfqxTtr jttt wit xTrx x#-q x FtI-tt XTxqwiqq FTTfX it Fxt qw«ff X fxxtxq 
xt wrFqqnff xt w xrir % fxx xtl q^TqqT qrft xxht xrxqT, fxxr qxr 1 1 
qqTxr xt q^fffTT % fqqq Ftts xtx qx qm 123 ( 7 ) % xrfrq wz qrxrq if xtf ttu 
Trff | 1 ttf: wxnJT xt wffxrT % fxxj tiFtt gi qpn t m qg qr fx Fx tx 
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Nfsrrrrfr «fV 3 To it?o fjr& % *T 5 ffcTT «fc *rft rfi r wfkr? % ^rs pp# 

aftr Jr OracHi- *Grr %tt «rr i ^rrmm rtwfw cttt fV*r 

*rripr <rr ftmx ferr w «it ?pJr >J*rr f ® *fr iff ft, fo.-rrc?m? 9 \tt fV frresr srfrisr 
*rr 1 TrsfkTT im Orc^eTT OrtfccT sr^r ^PNrr fJJr iff *row pt *t-t% f 

fpiJr t?r im# Jr ^r-ffV firftrr Tt *btt ^ nx %r <ft ft i 

9. T/mrt Jr, Jtrnrrr $ Op Jr frtfr ptf ifTfpq-Pmf Orcmri iff # 

fan% nwtt qrr imt arrcT vtJt % Jr Orrff tytt % fatrrfErprT ?n srm 
fOrr \ wet:, f ?fhp srOrOrOw wfsrOpm, 1951 tfr grpr 8 -^( 3 ) > w> 1 * rnr 
tffr ^ f% foiffn tm«ff rrefa ir^m fa? x *r fa? gsjf f?fsr % ^ urOn 
Jr rrw fair *tit frfpr mtr *jf fk (far trmsrr iff $ ftraif ott # srafk > iff fa 
i2*r*rp?r, i 97 i Jr^qlrf^rr>«frfw,Nfatsfafifaw* Nfaffam, 1951 
<pf »jsr srnr 8-^ % utfn firffi t^, m ?PTfy c fa? farfir ptct tf '.*rrr 1 

(?o) tV° prnfOmpr, 

it ftpff ; NTOT % 117 falfal IPTiRT | 

21 ^NTf, 1976 
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